The outcome of cooperation between an elephant and a fly is not difficult to predict.
The role of burgeoning groundwater law is to codify the rules that would seek to prevent a "pumping war," as both sides try to extract as much water as possible in a "race to the bottom." Daibes-Murad's work is an important contribution to this area, and the area itself is ripe for further legal exploration.
A new legal framework for managing the world's shared groundwaters documents the fledgling stages of IWL as it pertains to groundwater and then applies it to the case of the transboundary aquifers between the West Bank and Israel. The most significant contribution to the first task lies in the book's extensive review of groundwater-related clauses in existing treaties globally. Extensive footnoting facilitates readers less familiar with IWL. Daibes-Murad's main message in this regard is that groundwater IWL requires a tailor-made approach because of the fundamental physical differences with surface water, but that the principle of "equitable and reasonable utilisation" developed for transboundary surface waters should also apply to groundwater.
The book's second task is to offer a "progressive approach" towards the eventual resolution of the conflict over aquifers transboundary to Israel and West Bank. However, due to its lack of consideration of the groundwater of the Gaza Strip and surface water of the West Bank (i.e., the Jordan River), the task falls somewhat short of expectations.
Chapter review
The physical, management and legal issues related to transboundary groundwater are treated in the opening two chapters of the book. Daibes-Murad usefully points out the rather important misunderstandings between water lawyers and water scientists on specific hydrological terms, as well as the problems associated with transboundary pollution and data collection.
14 The third chapter explores the political roots of part of the Palestinian-Israeli water conflict. Water scarcity and its effects on public health and state-building efforts, as well as the influence of the water conflict on the broader political conflict, is left to other texts. 15 The author draws out each side's prime negotiating position. The Israeli side argues that its established use of water cannot be considered for re-allocation. This "prior use" argument is commonly held by "downstream" states fearing the consequences of later development by their upstream neighbours, though it is not codified as a principle in the 1997 UN Convention. The 14 A "confined aquifer" to water engineers and hydrogeologists, for example, is one in which the groundwater is constrained by a rock or soil formation from reaching a "natural" equilibrium point. Water scientists know that such an aquifer may very well be replenished by rains falling above it and percolating through the sub-surface. Normal legal usage of the term "confined aquifer", in contrast, relates to those aquifers that are not connected with rainfall or surface water flows. 
